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Application Serial No. 10/675,088 PATENT 
Reply to office action of February 1 6, 2007 Docket: CU-3336 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

re Application: Jung-Seon Park ] GRP ART UNIT: 1744 

] 

Serial No: 10/675,088 ] Ex.: Karls, Shay Lynn 

] 

Filed: 09/30/2003 ] 

For: Vacuum Cleaner Having Integral Frame Assembly and Removable Main 
Body 

Certification under 37 C.F.R. 51.8(a) 

I hereby certify that this paper (along with any paper referred to as being attached or 
enclosed) is being deposited with The United States Postal Service with sufficient 
postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to The Commissioner for Patents, 
P.O. Box 1450 Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on April 13. 2007. 
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Mail Stop AF 

THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION 

Sir: 

This correspondence and the attached documents are submitted in response to 
the office action dated February 16, 2007. In that office action, claims 1-7, 10-13, 15- 
16, and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) as being anticipated by pre-grant 
publication number 2004/0216263 by Best et al. Claims 8 and 9 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Best as applied to claim 1 in view of Ohta et 
al. (U.S. 6,859,975). Claims 18, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as 
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being unpatentable over Best in view of Weaver (U.S. 5,524,321 ). 

The applicant has enclosed herewith, a translation of the Korean priority 
document and a certification/verification of Gin-ny Kang, that the enclosed translation is 
a true, accurate and complete translation of the priority document. 

Since the applicant's foreign priority date of June 26, 2003 is prior to the Best 
reference filing date, the Best reference cannot be cited as prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 02(e) nor can it be cited as prior art under §103. As was stated in the applicant's 
previous response, none of the parent applications of Best (serial numbers 10/249,113 
and 09/849,143) disclose the subject matter recited in the pending claims and cannot 
therefore be cited as a basis to reject the claims. 

Since the Best reference is not a valid prior art reference under §102 or §103, the , 
claim rejections are traversed. The claims should be allowed to issue forthwith 



Sincerely, 



Dated: April 13, 2007 




Joseph P. I^rause, Reg'. No. 32,578 
Lajlas & Parry LLP 
224 South Michigan Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 
(312)427-1300 
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